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planning cycle as is reasonably feasible 
to explain specific plans and actions. 

(b) The Director provides notice to 
directly affected state, areawide, re-
gional, and local entities in a state of 
proposed Federal financial assistance 
or direct Federal development if: 

(1) The state has not adopted a proc-
ess under the Order; or 

(2) The assistance or development in-
volves a program or activity not se-
lected for the state process. 
This notice may be made by publica-
tion in the FEDERAL REGISTER or other 
appropriate means, which the Founda-
tion in its discretion deems appro-
priate. 

§ 660.8 How does the Director provide 
states an opportunity to comment 
on proposed Federal financial as-
sistance and direct Federal devel-
opment? 

(a) Except in unusual circumstances, 
the Director gives state processes or di-
rectly affected state, areawide, re-
gional and local officials and entities: 

(1) At least 30 days from the date es-
tablished by the Director to comment 
on proposed Federal financial assist-
ance in covered programs (i.e., those 
referenced in § 660.3) in the form of con-
tinuation awards that are not peer re-
viewed; and 

(2) At least 60 days from the date es-
tablished by the Director to comment 
on proposed direct Federal develop-
ment or Federal financial assistance in 
covered programs (i.e., those ref-
erenced § 660.3) other than continuation 
awards that are not peer reviewed. 

(b) This section also applies to com-
ments in cases in which the review, co-
ordination, and communication with 
the Foundation have been delegated. 

§ 660.9 How does the Director receive 
and respond to comments? 

(a) The Director follows the proce-
dures in § 660.10 if: 

(1) A state office or official is des-
ignated to act as a single point of con-
tact between a state process and all 
Federal agencies, and 

(2) That office or official transmits a 
state process recommendation for a 
program selected under § 660.6. 

(b)(1) The single point of contact is 
not obligated to transmit comments 

from state, areawide, regional or local 
officials and entities where there is no 
state process recommendation. 

(2) If a state process recommendation 
is transmitted by a single point of con-
tact, all comments from state, 
areawide, regional, and local officials 
and entities that differ from it must 
also be transmitted. 

(c) If a state has not established a 
process, or is unable to submit a state 
process recommendation, state, 
areawide, regional and local officials 
and entities may submit comments ei-
ther to the applicant or to the Founda-
tion. 

(d) If a program or activity is not se-
lected for a state process, state, 
areawide, regional and local officials 
and entities may submit comments ei-
ther to the applicant or to the Founda-
tion. In addition, if a state process rec-
ommendation for a nonselected pro-
gram or activity is transmitted to the 
Foundation by the single point of con-
tact, the Director follows the proce-
dures of § 660.10 of this part. 

(e) The Director considers comments 
which do not constitute a state process 
recommendation submitted under 
these regulations and for which the Di-
rector is not required to apply the pro-
cedures of § 660.10 of this part, when 
such comments are provided by a sin-
gle point of contact, by the applicant, 
or directly to the Foundation by a 
commenting party. 

§ 660.10 How does the Director make 
efforts to accommodate intergov-
ernmental concerns? 

(a) If a state process provides a state 
process recommendation to the Foun-
dation through its single point of con-
tact, the Director either: 

(1) Accepts the recommendation; 
(2) Reaches a mutually agreeable so-

lution with the state process; or 
(3) Provides the single point of con-

tact with a written explanation of the 
decision in such form as the Director in 
his or her discretion deems appro-
priate. The Director may also supple-
ment the written explanation by pro-
viding the explanation to the single 
point of contact by telephone, other 
telecommunication, or other means. 
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(b) In any explanation under para-
graph (a)(3) of this section, the Direc-
tor informs the single point of contact 
that: 

(1) The Foundation will not imple-
ment its decision for at least ten days 
after the single point of contact re-
ceives the explanation; or 

(2) The Director has reviewed the de-
cision and determined that, because of 
unusual circumstances, the waiting pe-
riod of at least ten days is not feasible. 

(c) For purposes of computing the 
waiting period under paragraph (b)(1) 
of this section, a single point of con-
tact is presumed to have received writ-
ten notification 5 days after the date of 
mailing of such notification. 

§ 660.11 What are the Director’s obliga-
tions in interstate situations? 

(a) The Director is responsible for: 
(1) Identifying proposed Federal fi-

nancial assistance and direct Federal 
development that have an impact on 
interstate areas; 

(2) Notifying appropriate officials 
and entities in states which have 
adopted a process and which select the 
Foundation’s program or activity. 

(3) Making efforts to identify and no-
tify the affected state, areawide, re-
gional, and local officials and entities 
in those states that have not adopted a 
process under the Order or do not se-
lect the Foundation’s program or ac-
tivity; 

(4) Responding pursuant to § 660.10 of 
this part if the Director receives a rec-
ommendation from a designated 
areawide agency transmitted by a sin-
gle point of contact, in cases in which 
the review, coordination, and commu-
nication with the Foundation have 
been delegated. 

(b) The Director uses the procedures 
in § 660.10 if a state process provides a 
state process recommendation to the 
Foundation through a single point of 
contact. 

§ 660.12 [Reserved] 

§ 660.13 May the Director waive any 
provision of these regulations? 

In an emergency, the Director may 
waive any provision of these regula-
tions. 

PART 670—CONSERVATION OF 
ANTARCTIC ANIMALS AND PLANTS 

Subpart A—Introduction 

Sec. 
670.1 Purpose of regulations. 
670.2 Scope. 
670.3 Definitions. 

Subpart B—Prohibited Acts, Exceptions 

670.4 Prohibited acts. 
670.5 Exception in extraordinary cir-

cumstances. 
670.6 Prior possession exception. 
670.7 Food exception. 
670.8 Foreign permit exception. 
670.9 Antarctic Conservation Act enforce-

ment exception. 
670.10 [Reserved] 

Subpart C—Permits 

670.11 Applications for permits. 
670.12 General issuance criteria. 
670.13 Permit administration. 
670.14 Conditions of permits. 
670.15 Modification, suspension, and revoca-

tion. 
670.16 [Reserved] 

Subpart D—Native Mammals, Birds, Plants, 
and Invertebrates 

670.17 Specific issuance criteria. 
670.18 Content of permit applications. 
670.19 Designation of native mammals. 
670.20 Designation of native birds. 
670.21 Designation of native plants. 
670.22 [Reserved] 

Subpart E—Specially Protected Species of 
Mammals, Birds, and Plants 

670.23 Specific issuance criteria. 
670.24 Content of permit applications. 
670.25 Designation of specially protected 

species of native mammals, birds, and 
plants. 

670.26 [Reserved] 

Subpart F—Antarctic Specially Protected 
Areas 

670.27 Specific issuance criteria. 
670.28 Content of permit applications. 
670.29 Designation of Antarctic specially 

protected areas, specially managed areas 
and historic sites and monuments. 

670.30 [Reserved] 

Subpart G—Import Into and Export From 
the United States 

670.31 Specific issuance criteria for imports. 
670.32 Specific issuance criteria for exports. 

VerDate Mar<15>2010 10:26 Nov 08, 2013 Jkt 229195 PO 00000 Frm 00199 Fmt 8010 Sfmt 8010 Q:\45\45V3.TXT ofr150 PsN: PC150


		Superintendent of Documents
	2013-11-13T13:15:35-0500
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




